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Summary of Key Points froin Presentations and Discussions:
The Washington D.C. Roundtable on Trends in U.S. Foreign Policy

April 2,2001

The Canadian Centre for Foreign Policy Development and

The Woodrow Wilson International Centre for Scholars

On April 2, 200 1, the Canadian Centre for Foreign Policy Development, in partnership with the
Woodrow Wilson International Centre for Scholars (Washington, D.C.) and the Canadian
Embassy i Washington D.C., organised a roundtable on Trends ini U.S. Foreign Policy. The
roundtable was the second ini a series of discussions taldng place in the U.S. and Canada over a
three months period (San Diego - Mardi 20, Edmonton - April 12, Toronto - May 18, Halifax,
Denver). Prominent U.S. thinkers, former U.S. officiais, and Canadian officiais met to address:

[on and regional conflicts, and
foreign policy.



Examples of unilateral bebaviour, some tainted by "Cold War thinking" include: resisting the

opportunity for a visit to the U.S. of President Vladimir Putin, the expulsion of Russians accused
of spying, the shift in approach toward China, the repudiation of talks with North Korea, the
embarrassing of South Korean President Kim Dae-jung, insistence on NMD despite
international opposition, scepticism about European Security and Defence Policy, the rejection of
the Kyoto Protocol, opposition to nation-building in the Balkans, decreased funding for nuclear
ams control, and launching a defence review.

A suggestion was made that the incipient U.S. foreign policy aims to fulfil three principles:
9 match resources to "basic interests"
0 avoid advocating U.S. (military) solutions to every international problem
0 avoid " feel good" diplomacy (i.e., pay limited attention to democracy and human rights).'

The choice between unilateralismn and multilateralism determines how the U.S. - the sole
remaining superpower - approaches foreign policy issues including: human rights, NMD, and

regional conflicts, as well as larger dilenunas, such as, the growing power and wealth disparities
in the world. The revival of the tern "rogue states" supports the assertion that the new U.S.
foreign policy tends to be unilateral. The term (phenomenon) has no standing in international law
and allows for inconsistent and selective policy application. It has been useful, however, in

rallying public support for NM and to justify ending tallcs with North Korea, for instance.

Complementing the "unilateralism versus multilateralism" debate, a question was posed whether
the U.S. will become an assertive hegemnon, as opposed to a multilateral leader. A side-note was

made that former President Bill Clinton was not very successfuil in leading multilateral efforts.



Comparing the U. S. to 19~" century Gireat Britain, a point was made that while the U. S. has
assumed a position of status quo, Europe is in flux. With the European enlargement process
underway, it is not yet certain what form Europe will take. Will it become a loose federation or a
strong confederation? Will it expand to the Middle East to include Turkey? To what extent wîll
the European Union (EU) take responsibility for the Balkans? It the EU were to expand to the
Middle East and become a direct player in and a neighbour to this strategically important region,
Europe's place in U. S. foreign policy would undoubtedly grow in significance. However, before
enlargement goals are achieved, serious challenges have to be met. They include concemrs about
political legitimacy and declining public support for enlargement and for the Euro.

2.2. NATO and European Security and Defence Polie>'

U.S. relations with NATO will be shaped by NATO enlargement to the East and the
development of a European Security and Defence Policy (ESDP), which provides for the creation
of a rapid reaction force. Further NATO eastward enlargement will have to be considered against
the backdrop of Russia's objections and concerns. It is unclear, at the present, where the U.S.
administration stands in respect to the ESDP. Nonetheless, a suggestion was made that
implementation of the ESPD would most likely not lead to a deterioration of U. S. - NATO (U. S.
- Europe) relations. A question arose whether trade is not a more contentious issue for relations
between the U. S. and Europe than the creation of the rapid reaction force.

2.3. NMD and Defence Policy

A point was made that the alleged wide-spread opposition to NMD is exaggerated. It appears that
European objections have collapsed. Great Britain's Prime Minister Tony Blair and Germany's
Chancellor Gerhard Shrôder are nearly on board, Russia's President Vladimir Putin understands



There is tension between those in itic solutions (i.e., dialogue with China and
(i.e., NMD).2 It should be noted, in this
-ge of reaching an agreement with North
ne. The Bush administration, in turn,

consequences
Kim Dae-jung
is being tippec



The standard approach to any military intervention is interest-based, capacity-based, or threat-
based. None of these approaches are adequate to address the challenges of the contemporar-y
world. The interest-based approach is inherently state-based (or territorial) and incapable of
addressing far away problems, seemingly unrelated to a narrowly defined national interest. The
capacity-based approach is inadequate because U.S. capabilities and resources are basically
limitless. The threat-based approach is not viable since the U.S. is rarely seriously threatened.
Therefore, a new, needs-based approach should be developed. It should address the fundamental
needs of the U.S. today, including:

* a safe and secure homeland
* a dynamnic economic engine
* a desire to maintain strong friends and allies
* predictable relations with others

A point was made that the bar for "humanitarian" intervention is set too bigli. It is necessary to
re-evaluate what is U.S. national interest and where and when should U.S. troops be deployed.
How many lives lost and how much suffering does it take for the U. S. to pay attention?
Preventing genocide and massive violence is surely in the U.S. interest. Using force only as a last
resort is also problematic because it underniines (the use of force for) prevention.

Pie assertion that public support is a prerequisite for the governiment to intervene abroad is false.
Pie experience from the Gulf War, for instance, demonstrates that public support requires
political leadership.

Pie new administration lias made apparent its disinclination to engage in "humanitarian"
interventions. This stand reflects the view that former President Bill Clinton had too manv



* It is usflt epi idta h .S a otdigalta uhi h atadta
Peiet Clintou himself was relutn to contribute to "hmntarian" interventions.

4. Domestic Sources of U.S. Foreign Poliey

Conrs wlll liJcely wemai active, with sharp ideoIogical and policy différences between the
Repbliansand th eocrats. The acute tension between hard-line Repiublieans, on the one

hand, and upotr of former Presideut Clinton, on the other, is stili playing out in two
rset:first, in the escalation of rhetoric and second, in the repudiation of some Clinton-era

pohocies. These tenecs will likely su~bside in the fuiture and we may expeot more continuity
than change on foreign policy issues.

The relative sway of key government deatents la not yet clear. However, bura crai
resufii and allcto of fimds wolndicate that mort- i-nflit-nt- kq tp,,~p'd. r% -fI



Washington Agenda
U.S. Foreign Policy Roundtable

April 2, 2001
Washington, D.C.

9:00 am to 12 -.00pm.
Board Room, Sixth Floor
Woodrow Wilson Center

The purpose of the roundtable is to sur-vey current thinking about U.S. Foreign Policy (by
American experts), especially on three themes. The themes and presenters are as follows:

9:00 10:00 Trans-Atlantjc Relations (including NMD)

Presenters:

" Sain Wells, Associate Director of the Woodrow Wilson
Center

* Martin Walker, Chief International Correspondent, UPI

" Robert Litwak, Director of International Studies,
Woodrow Wilson Center

10:00 11:00 Humanitarian Intervention and Regional Conflicts
Presenters:

*Jane Hoîl Lute, United Nations Association

former NSC staff and current Woodrow



Washington Presenters

Samn Wells, Associate Director, Woo4

Wilson Center

Martin Walker, Chief International
Correspondent, UPI

Robert Litwak, Director oflInternatit

Studies, Woodrow Wilson Center

Jane Holl Lute, United Nations Asso

Policy Scholar

List of Participants

Participants

dlrow Reina Neufeldt, Doctoral Student, School of
International Service, American University

Dan Plesch, Director, BASIC - Washington

nal Stephen Young, Deputy Director, Coalition
>iicilto Reduce Nuclear Dangers

JationDicter Dettke, Executive Director,
'iationWashington Office, Friedrich Ebert Stzftung

1 Chantal de Jonge Oudraat, Associate,
dlic Carnegie Endowment for International

Peace

Power Assi
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SELECTED CCFPI> REPORTS FROM 2000-2001

Terrorism
Report from the Roundtable: The New Face of Terrorism. CCFPD. October 26, 200 1.

Summary Report from the Roundtable: The Impact of September 11 on International Relations and Canada's
Foreign Policy. CCFPD. Noveinber 27, 200 1.

NVew DipIomacy
Report from the Conférence on New Diplomacy: Tle Development of International Law. CCFPD. April 5-7, 2001.

The New Diplomacy: The Global Compact and United Nations Institutions. CCFPD. July 14-15, 2000.

Report from the Conference on 'New Diplomacy': The United Nations, Like-minded Countries and Non-
Govemnmental Organizations. CCFPD. September 28, 1999.

Report from the Roundtable on Just War and Genocide. CCFPD. December 8-9, 2000.

Report from the Ottawa Roundtable for the International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty
(ICISS). CCFPD. January 15, 2001.

Conflici Prevention and Peacebailding
Summary Report from the Roundtable on Afghanistan: Governance Scenarios and Canadimn Policy Options.
CCFPD. October 12, 2001.

Nile Waters Management and Links to Conflict Management and Food Security i the Hom of Africa. Tag El
Khazin, Subsahara Center. July 3, 200 1.

Report from the Roundtable: Judges and Peace Operations. CCFPD. Mardi 9, 2001.

Renewing Partnerships for the Prevention of Armed Conflict: Options to Enhance Rapid Deploymnent and Initiate a
UN Standing Emergency Capability. Peter Langille, Global Human Security Ideas and Initiatives. Faîl 2000.

Report from the Roundtable on Expert Deployment to International Peace Operations. CCFPD. September 12,
2000.

Canadian Peacebuilding in the Middle East: Case Study of the Canada Fund in lsrael/Palestine and Jordan. Tami
Amanda Jacoby, University of Manitoba. Faîl 2000.

Les enterprises canadiennes et la consolidation de la paix. Jean-Francois Rioux, Francisco-José Valiente, and
Christian Geiser, Université du Québec a Montréal. Le 31 octobre 2000.

New Directions in US Foreign Poicy
Report from the Denver Roundtable: New Directions in U.S. Foreign Policy. CCFPD. November 2, 200 1.

Summary of Key Point From Presentations and Discussions: Foreign Policy Trends in the U.S. Roundtable. CCFPD
and the Institute on Global Conflict and Cooperation, University of Califomia at San Diego, California, United
States. March 20, 2001.

Departinent of Foreign Affairs Ministère des Affaires étrangèresI and International Trade et du Commerce international Canadâ



Summary of Key Points from Presentations and Discussions: The Washington D.C. Roundtable on Trends in U.S.

Foreign Policy. CCFPD and the Woodrow Wilson Centre, Washington DC. April 2, 2001.

Summary of Key Points from Brief Presentations and Discussions: Foreign Policy Trends in the U.S. Roundtable.

CCFPD and University of Alberta, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada. April 12, 2001.

Summary of Key Points from Presentations and Discussions: The Toronto Roundtable on the Bush Administration's

Foreign Policy - Challenges and Implications for Canada. CCFPD and the Munk Centre, University of Toronto,

Toronto, Ontario, Canada. May 18, 2001.

Halifax Roundtable on US Foreign Policy. CCFPD and Saint Mary's University, Halifax, N.S.. June 15, 2001.

Nuclear Weapons and Small Arms
UN 2001 Conference on Illicit Trade of Small Arms in All its Aspects: Briefing and Discussion. Wendy Cukier,

Coalition for Gun Control. December 19, 2000.

The Ottawa Group Report on Small Arms, Light Weapons (SALW) and Non-State Actors. CCFPD and Centre for

Defence Studies. November 7-8, 2000.

Ballistic Missiles Foreign Experts Roundtable Report. Ernie Regehr, Project Ploughshares and CCFPD. March 30,

2000.

NATO-Nuclear Weapons Roundtable Report. CCFPD. August 24-25, 2000.

çmI Armr and the OAS Roundtable Report. CCFPD. April 28,2000.

ielle (ISI).



Law
Canadian Council on International Law 29" Annual Conference - Policy Options Paper. Kun Carter et. ai.
December 2000.

Africa
Summary Report from the Roundtable on Good Governance and Africa. CCFPD. October 25, 2001.
Rebirth of the Somali State: Policy Options and Programme Opportunities for Canada. Partership Aflica-Canada,
Som-Can Institute for Research & Development. November 3-4, 2000.

Sudan Civil Society Symposium. Sudan Inter-Agency Reference Group. June 5-6,2000

Report from the Ottawa Nigeria Roundtable. CCFPD. March 20, 2000.

Asia-Paclflc
Report fromn the Roundtable: Good Governance and the Philippines. CCFPD. March 16,2001.

Decentralization and Challenges to Unity: Report on the Indonesia Roundtable 2001. Centre for Dialogue, Simon
Fraser University. April 19-21, 2001.

Democracy and Identity Conflicts in Asia: Identifying the Issues for Canada and Multilateral Institutions. University
of Toronto-York University Joint Centre for Asia Pacific Studios. Match 2001.

Report from the North Korea Roundtable. CCFPD. January 22,2001.

Report from the Burmna and Drugs Roundtable. CCFPD. May 15,2000.

Europe
Report from the Roundtable Living Together: Sharing the Canadian Experience. Marketa Geisierova, Canadi"
Centre for Foreign Policy Development. March 28-30, 2001 (Banff, Alberta) and June 15- 17, 2001 (Larnaca,
Cyprus).

Report on Cyprus: Living Together in the New Century Roundtable. CCDPE. February 14,2000.

Americas
Workshop Report: Canadian Media Coverage of the Americas. FOCAL. March 2, 2001

Canada, Indigenous Peoples and the Heinisphere Roundtable Report. CCFPD. March 23, 2000.

Canadian Voices: The Americas. CCFPD. Fall 200 1.

Threats to Democracy in America. Max Cameron, FOCAL. March 3-4, 2000.

Report from the Roundtabie on Canada-Cuba Relations. CCFPD. January 18, 2000.



Genere Dicorse, GndeedPractices: Feini (Re)Write Canadian Foreign Policy. Claire Turenne Soadr

Ujniversity of Ottawa; Heather Smith, University of Northerii British Columba Deborah Stienstra, University of

Winpeg. May and JuIy 2000.

Visit w .Cfp-e.CC fo oerprs d other publications.
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